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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's election, without traverse, of 1-20 and 25-26 in the reply filed on 
7/2/2007 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5, 7-20, and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsuchitani et al. (US 6772109) in view of Hughes (US 6295134). 

4. Regarding claims 1 and 24, Tsuchitani et al. disclose a method and computer- 
readable medium for displaying a plurality of electronic document types from a single 
display system, comprising the steps of: 

a. linking the display system with a discrete pluggable interpreter responsive 
to an electronic document type (col. 14, lines 1-52, a particular interpreter is 
selected responsive to an electronic document type; and figure 2, the client 
device or display is unpluggable from the server); 
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c. processing inside the linked discrete pluggable interpreter the at least one 
received electronic documents (col. 14, lines 1-52). 

Tsuchitani et al. fail to specifically disclose the steps of receiving at the display 
system at least one electronic document; and outputting display data that is renderable 
by the display device. However, Hughes teaches the steps of receiving at the display 
system at least one electronic document (col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 24); and outputting 
display data that is renderable by the display device (col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 24). 

Since Tsuchitani et al. and Hughes are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Tsuchitani et al. by incorporating the teaching of Hughes 
in order to provide visual document to the user. 

5. Regarding claim 2, TsuchiThe method as set forth in claim 1 , further comprising, 
after step d), the steps of: 

unlinking the discrete pluggable interpreter from the display system (col. 14, lines 
1-52, the act of switching from one interpreter to another would temporarily disconnect 
the display of client device from the interpreter of the server); 

linking a different discrete pluggable interpreter, wherein said discrete pluggable 
interpreter is responsive to another different electronic document type (col. 14, lines 1- 
52); 

processing inside the linked discrete pluggable interpreter the at least one 
received electronic documents (col. 14, lines 1-52). 
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Tsuchitani et al. fail to specifically disclose the steps of receiving at the display 
system at least one electronic document; and outputting display data that is renderable 
by the display device. However, Hughes teaches the steps of receiving at the display 
system at least one electronic document (col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 24); and outputting 
display data that is renderable by the display device (col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 24). 

Since Tsuchitani et al. and Hughes are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Tsuchitani et al. by incorporating the teaching of Hughes 
in order to provide visual document to the user. 

6. Regarding claims 3-5 and 25, Tsuchitani et al. further disclose the method as set 
forth in claims 1 and 24, wherein the at least one electronic document is an Interactive 
Electronic Technical Manual (within the scope of the reference), wherein the discrete 
pluggable interpreter is responsive to at least one global navigational input data of a 
client user for the Interactive Electronic Technical Manual, wherein generated 
displayable output is produced from informational input, authored content and a 
contextual status (col. 14, lines 1-52), and wherein the discrete pluggable interpreter, 
comprises a base semantics module and any number of extended semantics modules, 
a symbol table, and an output module (col. 14, lines 1-52). 

7. Regarding claims 7-8, Tsuchitani et al. further disclose the method as set forth in 
claim 5, wherein the discrete pluggable interpreter reuses the programmatic logic of the 
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base semantics module thereby producing programmatic logic that implements one or 
more structures or behaviors from the interactive manuals and said one or more 
structures to be implemented are one or more of a step or a task that are each 
associated with content in a semantics module (col. 14, lines 1-52, ontology), wherein 
the one or more behaviors to be implemented are one or more preconditions that are 
each operatively associated with structures in a semantics module (co/. 14, lines 1-52, 
different interpreters are selected according to determined ontology and/or other data). 

8. Regarding claims 9-1 1 , Tsuchitani et al. further disclose the method as set forth 
in claim 1 , further comprising, prior to the receiving step, the step of linking with the 
display system multiple discrete pluggable interpreters wherein said multiple discrete 
pluggable interpreters are each responsive to a unique electronic document type (col. 
14, lines 1-52, language, ontology, and/or other data), wherein the display system is 
capable of displaying multiple electronic document types concurrently (col. 14, lines 1- 
52), wherein the single display system is capable of linking to a plurality of discrete 
display modules (figure 2, client server system connected via a communication network. 
Through this communication network, a plurality of communication devices (computers, 
cellular phones, PDA) can be connected to the server). 

9. Regarding claim 12, Tsuchitani et al. further disclose the method as set forth in 
claim 1 1 , further comprising the steps of: unlinking the discrete display module from the 
display system (col. 14, lines 1-52, the act of switching from one interpreter to another 
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would temporarily disconnect the display of client device from the interpreter of the 
server); linking a different discrete display module, wherein said discrete display module 
dynamically generates information for a particular display device {col. 14, lines 1-52). 
Tsuchitani et al. fail to specifically disclose the step of outputting display data that is 
renderable by the display device. However, Hughes teaches outputting display data 
that is renderable by the display device (col. 5, line 44 to col. 6, line 24). 

Since Tsuchitani et al. and Hughes are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Tsuchitani et al. by incorporating the teaching of Hughes 
in order to provide visual document to the user. 

1 0. Regarding claims 1 3-17, Tsuchitani et al. further disclose the method as set forth 
in claim 12, wherein the particular display device is one of a computer desktop, a 
computer tablet, a handheld computer or a cellular telephone (within the scope of the 
reference), wherein the wherein said discrete display module is capable of providing 
customized application presentation (referring to Hughes reference in col. 5, line 44 to 
col. 6, line 24), wherein the stored contextual status is defined by: one or more states 
internal to the interpreter for programmatic purposes; and one or more states external to 
the interpreter (col. 14, lines 1-52), wherein the stored contextual status determines 
display data output based on a user's actions, current location and training background 
(col. 14, lines 1-52), wherein the set of external states is one of displaying the manual, 
displaying the table of contents, displaying the index, setting bookmarks, loading 
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bookmarks, setting sessions, loading sessions, executing a helper application, and 
executing a diagnostic tool (web browser, within the scope of the reference). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 18-21 , Tsuchitani et al. further disclose the method as set forth 
in claim 15, wherein the set of states is captured in serializable objects, persisted to a 
database, and then restarted as needed to place the interpreter into the prior captured 
state (col. 14, lines 1-52), wherein the informational data includes at least one of serial 
number of a part and symptoms of a problem (col. 14, lines 1-52, within the scope of the 
reference), wherein manual type is one of MIL-PRF-87269, specification 1000D 
(S1000D), Joint Computer-Aided Acquisition and Logistic Support (JCALS) (within the 
scope of the reference). 

1 2. Regarding claim 26, Tsuchitani et al. further disclose the computer-readable 
medium of claim 24, wherein the display data is generated by an interchangeable 
display module, whereby said display module may be exchanged so as to create 
display data for a plurality of display devices (figure 2, client server system connected 
via a communication network. Through this communication network, a plurality of 
communication devices (computers, cellular phones, PDA) can be connected to the 
server). 
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1 3. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tsuchitani et al. (US 6772109) in view of Hughes (US 6295134), and further in view of 
Okamoto et al. (US 6285924). 

14. Regarding claim 6, Tsuchitani et al. further disclose the method as set forth in 
claim 4, further comprising, the steps of: receiving at the interpreter the at least one 
command (col. 10, lines 54-67); associating the informational data received with the 
contextual status, whereby the informational data includes at least one user input field 
(col. 14, lines 1-52); and processing the at least one command (col. 14, lines 1-52). 
Tsuchitani et al. fail to specifically disclose that the at least one command is global 
navigational data. However, Okamoto et al. teach that the at least one command is 
global navigational data (col. 5, lines 21-50). 

Since Tsuchitani et al. and Okamoto et al. are analogous art because they are 
from the same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to modify Tsuchitani et al. by incorporating the teaching 
of Okamoto et al. in order guide users to the location requested. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huyen X. Vo whose telephone number is 571-272-7631. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-5:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Edouard can be reached on 571-272-7603. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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